
I,;ulti Office. ‘l?x;b  Coloni;d  Waterbird Society, and other
illlerested orgmizations ml volunteers. ‘I’PWI)  activities
Ime heen  funded hy the Federal  Aid in Wildlife
Restoration Gr:uit  W-125-R :uld the Depxrtaient has partic-
ip;&xi  iii the  mnual mewide coioni;d  w:iterltirrl  survey
since  1%8.  Other xtivities  include bird lmding
rese;trch,  intlnqin~  the daPa from cooper;itiv(~  surveys and
maps of coiony  locations. conducting aerial ;mtl ground
surveys of colonial waterbird sites, proviiiin~ information
to the public  ahout coioni;d  waterbirds  in the  form  ol
pamphlets 2nd signs at colonies anti public hoat  ramps
ne:ir colonies, and assisting in m;ui;~~ing selected colonies
:tlmq the coast.  Tod:~y, ‘II’WI)  participates by conducting
aerial surveys of remote coloiy4  sites along  the Gulf Coast

during i~en numixxed years  between May Ii ml  Jtme  1.
Data generved  ;Lre pooied  into a ~omw~i databae  that
frequently is used  iy participants, consultmts, and devel-
opers to ;tGd dama@g  colonial waterbird nesting sites.
Data  ;lre also used to monitor coastal polxbtion  trends 01
25 species of colonial waterbirds whose populations are
very good hiologicai indicators of the health of the coastal
wetlands and estuaries. This Tesv cooperative survey is
viewed as one of the best of its kind in the nation ;md is
the longest running coionial waterbird survey in the
United States.

A total of 19 active  colonies and 3Y’.S97 nesting pairs
were found along the lower reaches of rivers ;md coastal
marshes between  the Sabine  River in the east  and  the
(;u;idaiup~  River in the west during thy very dry  rear
.NOO.  This total represents ;thout  one-half of the pairs
found during the more typical rainf3l  years  of IO114 and

19W and ;d)out  M~OO  mire pairs than the dry  1990
breeding X:ISOII.  Most fish/crustace:ln-eatln~ bird  nesting
populations showed m:iior declines. Cattle egret
i,!MAxs  ihis) and black skimmer (l\‘~~nc/ro~~.s  niLq?r) were
the only species showing incxlses  in nesting pairs.

D E T E R M I N A T I O N  O F  T H E  STATUS
O F  T H E  L O U I S I A N A  P I N E  S N A K E



Since 1903 we iwe been  cotiituctin~  resemii  on
Louisian;t  pine sn;ikos  to @I :I hctter  trntiersta~itling  01
lhcir  biology and statw. ‘I’eiemetry  studies have  provideti
extensive ci:lta on hahitzt  use.  home rqe  characterist ics,
;lnii general natural historv  of this previously little known
species. We 2re  now in liie srcond  yir  of ;I  rnultiynr
ei‘fin-t.  funded in prt  with  Sect ion 6 funding provided bv
‘l’e~s  I’arks  :mti Wildlife I>ep;lrtment  for work carried &t
in Texas.  to survey ;iddition;ii  localities to provide ;I  more
complete picture of the  current status 2nd distribution of
the Louisian;l  pine snake.

Large. semi-permant’nt  funnel anti drift fence traps
are  currentlv  installed in 21 localities in Texas ;md
Louisi:ina,  2nd are operared  during the active period from
Wch  lhrough  October.  Extensive Iong4erm  trapping is
required hecause  trap success in :irezs  known to he occu-
pied by  Louisiana pine snakes is very low. one capture for
exil  tOO-1000  trap days. We are currentlv accumulating
approximately twenty thousand trap days  per year in each
me.

Results Lo date. resulting in tO+  additional  records.
have documented the continued existence of Louisiana
pine snakes in 0 counties in Tesas  and + parishes in
Louisiana. Examination of  all known historical localities
;rlso  suggests that  very little of the original habitat
remains in suitable condition for Louisiana pine snakes.
Consec~uently,  we a-e  continuing our efforts  to ioc;ite  xidi-
tiomd popula t ions  ol’  this  very rxe species xld  to better
understand its biology  and habitat requirements.

D E M O G R A P H Y  A N D  E C O L O G Y  O F

T H E  W E S T & R N  D I A M O N D B A C K

RA T T L E S N A K E  I N  SO U T H  TE X A S


